Leaz* Dr* 



Rt* 12| Frederick, Md, 21701 
\ohln, 301/473-8166 
Pl®a88 excuse the h&ste Mltb wbicb 1 v>ritc to explaiu wh&t I hope to b© eble to 



do as the day wears on. 

I asked Desar to ask you to submit an affidavit In support of e Motion to Re- 
consider in C.A. 75-226, ity continuing effort to obtain the results of the spectre and 
RAA testa, ^st night iia told me of your wtllin^esB ard asked me to send you a copy of 
ciy last offidevit. I will also include or cend later, depernding on whether someone can 
go to the holiday^weekend post office for roe prior to the xeroxing, a copy of an affidavit 
1 obtained from J^*Tague, If you have forgotten he is the other man wounded in tY^ shooting* 
Jim and 1 h-.w had and will not have time to get together in person on this* An has 
'>lrfeady happened, -her© will bo things wc*ll forget* An example is my forgetting to aak him 
to send you copies of the pictures used in this case, in the depositions and in the court 
records* If I can 1*11 include xeroxas of those that may not be identical but will be of 
the sane ob;)ect8, like the curbstone, clothing, etc* Some are in Post Mortem * 

As a lavfyer you may find much of my long affidavit not what you would have included, 

In fairness ^ to ’^im I owe you an explanation. It will also explain me a bit* 

When you and Bud and Cyril and Herb McDonnell had your University Club press oonferenoe 
in Washington was the first tiro© I had been away from home following pneumonia and pleurisy* 
Not long thereafter I was hospitalized with thrombophlebitis In both legs and thi<^s* Since 
then 1 do not drive the 50-60 miles to Washington and I caiinot always use the poor public 
transportation, especially not during the vacation period, which may mean st an d i ng* In 
addition, when there are tl^e time pressures we now have, Jim may be limited to wlmt I 
produce on my own if for no other reason bec-auso there is no time for revision* ^ first 
saw this affidavit when he received it for filing. This year I added arterial oomplioations 
which haa me weaker than usual and unuble to ’..ork as long as for years I have when I drafted 

the affidavit* 1 fear we may have the same situation with tbs one i'll have to do as soon as 

I can poaa Pratt's opdjilon* Knowing Pratt and having read the firct page and a half and 

knowing myself gnn what 1 regard as my obligations I also knov.* that I will bo making many 

and long notes whether or not they ore £;11 iiicladed in the affidavit* 

Faced with more than a docade of stonewalling euid need to addrea.- thf^ existence 
or non-exietenc© of the tests and their results I felt J had to include whether or not 
the tests should have been performed, wlieth-3r or not there should be clear sttitements of 
their pesuits, soiething other than anonymous and inadequate handwritten notes, and whether 
ot not the Cou!iil 2 s>ion required for Its own use and comprehension a full and lucid statement 
of all thr tests andall their reuultd. Perliaps I can make this clearer from F^att's foot- 
note 1,**Therei is no indication that the FBI followed the ABC recommendations to the letter.” 
Pratt this is that the: UJivcr testod the entii'e, bnfired bullet, found in the rifle* 
Aebersold said this wen essential end could be definitive. 1 believe tlie tea ting and the 
comparing were in fact essential with there being nothing but presumtion that the rifle 
was Ui»ed in the criCiS, stznng as one m^y regard that presumption, no testing of any 
the fragmculB for Hma/in residues, no epectro proof tliat the copper ;}ecket8 of the ffa g— ons 
found in the oux* to determine the poasibility of common origin, and no NAA on the larger, 
virtually t?ntlrely Jacket fragment vi3* Galltvgher alleges he could not make a satisfactory NAA 
test. I am famili-*r with the writings of Guinn and others in the Journal of Forensic 
Sciences on the importance of the Jacket testing 

In its earlier form this case was eicnif leant in prompting the 1274 FOIA mnendments. 
Despite Fj^tt it still holds the possibilty of breaking the case apart, with a solid record, 
in my boHof, of primary importance to the poasibility* So whatever the outcome in court I 
want to make the most defintive possible case subject to what I believe will add to its 
importanoe and credibility, refutation or denial* Please note there has been no Government 
response to Tague's affidavit and mine* 



Time will also be a factor with you, Hov. 9 Vor, it has just eccured to 2*5 tiiat it is 
probable that duplicates of most if not all the pictures ore at the ''iuivorbity of 
Wisconsin at Stefas Point, with ^rofes^cor Vronet Hiptory ^{partmcnt, I sc depositing 
all my records t>iere ami have begun the deposit. Tliey nay be in the form of slides but 
I believe have can have them duplicsted for you if you wnnt them end can got them to you 
faster tiiaii to or I. 

He probably has all the eorller rf^oords in this esne if you feel you need to ooasult 
any ox’ tnem and have th^ t^jne. 

I arr. not often away from homo for very long. I air. rarely out of the ^redjrrick areat 
which is ^lall# We ejre in the suburbs* 

Until the doctor tells me I can w.alk up the moixntalnsldc on which we live cy WiJLldng 
is rets tricked to our long lane, so I *11 not usually be far from the phone. 

I don z know what n^y approach will bo in ny coming affidavit. I tend to addi^sa all 
points thiit ap^.ear to have aigniiicanc^, factu;il sibnific..uicc, dbopite the ^^encral dislike 
for rv‘ading and length of records to reed. I went to mal3 a record subjuct to the adversely 
proceeding. 

Him tells me that fratt given the ap^aranoe of having done orttinaive research out«- 
aide the record in the casS| from the Warren materials. cannot have done this on his 
own. While I cannot say that I can addresa the Vairen materials he does and I presume I 
will other than he has. Hie sources tmly begin > 7 ith the FBI aal former Warren oounsel. 

Kany ai'e jji/Waahington and have much at stake in thin* 

If you hcvvc read Post Mortem you will find that Perry told me more than I used In 
the affidavit. I have oBkoct him and Carrico for affidavits to file in this case. You 
will find that arrico did testify that the anterior neck wound waa abov^ the collar 
and that the pictures I obtained from Justice show the holes in the neckband do not coincide. 
While I have mislaid it or some student with access to my files has purpoined it^ I have 
or had the supposedly non«»exifitenoe White House prose confer^noe for tiie Dallas doctors 
on 11/22/63. Perry and Gtarer othora w.'re explicit- front entranoo. 

So, with no attempt at refuting ay affidavit, I jnay ^oll, if fratt undertakon to 

defend ths Won>en ^eport, respond to tbot .Irtf.jnoc. I hove t^iou^t of how I can do this 

while soauing to praise t)ie son of a bitch who ha ;3 been an opan partisiin from t?ia firot and 

who has Indulged In nasty craoks and open threats* 

Of course T*U bo nending- carbons of tiy rou|;h- draft to *^101 as I type than 00 if I 
go into anything that he thinks I should not It -^1 bo out before tljs final typing* Vm 
merely trying to indicate what I can anticipate ae my approach. It way not be. Or Jim 
may onango it. I tell you thin becaiu*:a from what has told me I believe Pratt has 
made what for purposes of the record^ as dinttnguiehed from what a judge can get away with, 
can bf? a etirious mistake if not p. fulcrum for intr.llectuol Judo. 

Thanks for your willlnfraosn nnd en.y help you provide. 

Host wishes, 



^rold Weisborg 









